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sraft Besolutions Ready

Before Tonkin Inc”idén?;

By E. W. KENWORTHY

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Dec. 21—The Senate Foreign Relations

| Asia Resolution before attacks
by North Vietnamese torpedo
boats on American destroyers
in August, 1964.
.'It was these attacks in the
Gult g‘ij_; Tonkin—ithe first on
Aug. 2 and the second on Aug.
14~that led President Johnson
1te-send to Congress a resolution
'galling o0 him to take “all nec-
igssary measures to repel any
rivied attack against the forces
af the [nited States and to pre-
vent further aggression.”
Disclosure that the drafts of
the resolution, commonly called
the' Tonkin Gulf Resolution, had
been prepared before the at-
tacks came with the publication
of exchanges between Senator

chairman, and William P. Bundy,
Assistant Secretary of State for|
East Asian Affairs, in a closed
hearing on Sept. 20, 1966, more
than two years after approval
of the resolution. .
Torpedo Wake Is Cited
Meanwhile, the Defense De-

iCommittec made public today testimony gggﬁm%tg%tﬁthe,
JJAdministraticm prepared contingent drafts of the

J. W. Fulbright, the committee|

partment said that the wake of |
a torpedo fired by what is said’
was a North Vietnamese patrol
boat was observed by the crew,
of a United States destroyer in,
the Aug. 4, 1964, encounter in:
the gulf. o

The sighting of the torpedo
wake by four crew members
of the destroyer Turner Joy
that night is regarded by De-
fense Department officials as
conclusive evidence that ttwo
destroyers came under attack
by North Vietnamese craft.

The Pentagon evidence, Con
gressional sources said, was re-
cently presented in a still-un-
published report to the Foreign
Relations Committee, some of
whose members are skeptical
that the American . destroyers
were -actually attacked, as the
Administration contends,

It was explained on Capitol
Hill that a decision to declas-
sify the Fullbright-Bundy testi-
mony was taken jointly by the
committee and the State De-
partment as a result of numer-
ous inquiries prompted by dis-
closure of the substance of Mr.
Bundy's testimony in The New
York Times on Nov. 19 and|
Nov.25. ' *

éést[

The  ex¥changes made public
today | show that Mr. Bundy
was asked by Mr. Fulbright
whether he had anything to
do with the preparation of the
Gulf of Tonkin resolution. He
replied, “We had contingent
drafts, which, however, did not
vety —closely “tE§émble the
[actual] draft, fc_;r some time

prior” to August, 1964. ~

Mr. Bundy said that this was
“a mattét STTOMME contingen-
cy planning”’ and fhat™no seri-
ous thought had been given to
it, to the best of my knowledge,
prior to the Gulf of Tonkin.”

Mr. Bundy acknowledged
that he had prepared a resolu-
tion and went on:

“We had always anticipated,
and.as a matter of common
prudence. I think, should have!
anticipated, the possibility that
things might take a more
Qrastif‘ turn at any time and
that It would be wise 0 Seek
h & ‘g‘r_}gﬁon of the desires

- &

f and intent 'of the 'Cog.é’ﬁs.
ut that “is normal” PlARmfE.
1'am npt suré that Ty drafts
were even known to others.”
The Tonkin resolution was
voted in the House by 416 to
0, and in the Senate by 88 to
2, with only Democratic Sena-
tors Wayne L. Morse of Oregon
and Ernest Geuening of Alaska
dissenting.  Several Senators
expressed concern during the
two-day debate, however, that
Congress was giving the Prei-
dent a “blank check.” N
During the debate Senatog
Morse charged that the atta ‘?
was the result of “an act &d‘
by the Unit

provocation”
States.

Informal Study Opened

Referring to news dispatches
from Saigon, which had been
confirmed during closed meet-
ings of the Foreign Relations
Committee, Mr. Morse said that
on July 31, South Vietnamese
patrol boats had shelled the
North Vietnamese islands of
Hon Me and Honngu, that dur-
ing this aitack American . de-
stroyers “were in the general
area,” and that “they were not!
60 to 65 miles away” from thei

a mjormal inquiry being
cgriduete some Mémber of
the ¥o I Relationg Commit-
i e =\

r‘:’miuf T e e St

tee into the Tonkin incident,
there {s general agreement thal
1R ad«g‘c@me under attack]
on Aug. 2,1964, This incident
took place in daylight. But
there is some doubt that the
Maddox and Turner Joy were
actually attacked in the ‘second|
incident, which took place dur-|
ing a moonless night, :

No - Question, Pentagon Says‘

 High-ranking Defense of-|"
ficials acknowledge that it is
Impossible to sort out in com-
[plete detail what happened dur-
}mg the confused; six-hour en-

H

couny ut they _insist that
on ﬁgﬁsis of the videno

e evidence

- estion;

“t%' , dgsrayers came‘

0 attack on Aug.

* |

In part, this conclusion rests;
on - such circumstancial|
ev1dencq as the sighting of a!
North Vietnamese torpedo boat
by both radar and navy planes
flying overhead. But the con-
clusion that an attack tookplace
rests largely on the sighting of
the torpedo wake and “num-
arous” sonar detections of tor-
pedoes fired at_the destroyers.

A - Pentagon  spokesman.
: dged that some of the|

r ut he contended tha%

' = =)
one torpedo, which had
already been spotted on sonar,
provided direct and conclusive
evidence that at least one tor-
pedo had been fired.

Detecte by Sonar

! The torpédo, according to
the Pentagon report to the Sen-
jate committee, was first spotted
by Sonarman 3d cl. David E.
‘Mallow, who was manning the
‘sonar aboard the Maddox. The
range and bearing of the tor-
s tracked by sonar, was
oV YREI6 10 the Turner

A e T
of the torpedo, as
= qrneemews how,

O

of the Turner Joy, according
to the Pentagon report, was)
seen by four crew members
on  lookout aboard the
destroyer.

According. to a DPentagon
spokesman, four members
the Turner Joy have provided
affidavits that they sighted the
torpedo wake.

They were identified as Lt.
(jg) John J. Barry, forward gun
directory officer; Seaman Ed-
ward R. Sentel, port lookout;!
Seaman Larry O. Litton, in the
forward gun directory, and
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In Tecent mdnths™ several
Senators in both parties have
indicated doubts that the at-
tacks were “unprovoked.”

Suspicions Increased

They have also indicated sus-
picions that the Administra-
tion had aiready decided to
increase United States forces
in South Vietnam and used the
incident as justification for im-|
plementing this decision. !

fictals that. l?mijiang jﬂlﬂ?&ng
had carried & draft 6f the reso-
lutioh "in *his pocket for some:
time before the attack. |
The suspicion was remforced[
by the testimony of Secretary,
of Defense Robert S. McNama-‘
ra before a closed joint meet-!
ing of the Senate Foreign re-!
lations and Armed Services
Committee .on Aug. 6, 1964,
which was not released until
Nov. 24, 1966. ; o
Mr. McNamara, 'in urging
support of the Tonkin Resolu
tion, said the President ha
' red these

2 e A e - T
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movement of interceptor and
fighter-bomber aircraft into
South Vietnam; movement of
fighter-bomber  aircraft into
Thailand; transfer of intercep-
tor and fighter bomber squad-
rons from the United States to-
advance bases in. the Pacific;
movement of an antisubmarine
force into the South China Sea,
and the alérting and preparing
for movement of selected Army
and Marine forces. .

One Senate staff member ex-
pressed doubt today that the
full truth would ever be dis-
covered.
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